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Abstract – România has only 7 sites inscribed on World Heritage List of UNESCO, a number which is far 
under its true posibilities in this concern. Furthermore, 14 sites are also inscribed on the Tentative List, most 
of them (12) from 1991, and are still waiting to be accepted  on the World Heritage List; but for this to 
happen, our country has to make much more efforts. Roşia Montană can not be found through the sites 
which appear on the Tentative List, but we found strong arguments that this place needs careful attention, as 
it is the  oldest mining town in Romania and one of the oldest and most significant mining areas throughout 
the world. Its history has developed over two millennia, and its Roman mining galleries form the most vast 
and complex underground system belonging to Roman  epoch known until nowadays. Consequently, Roşia 
Montană can be wholly considered as being a remarkable cultural landscape.     
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1. Introduction 
UNESCO (Organization of United Nations 
for Education, Science and Culture) has its 
headquarters in Paris (France) and was created 
in 1945, in short time after the end of the World 
War II, in a moment of strong awareness of the 
necessity to protect, on behalf of the umanity, 
the natural and cultural heritage (tangible or 
intangible) throughout the whole world. In 1972 
was approved The World Heritage Convention, 
concerning the nature conservation and the 
preservation of cultural properties, and was 
created The World Heritage List, which was 
meant to include the most valuable natural and 
cultural properties from the entire world. 
Until now, there are 981 properties 
inscribed on the World Heritage List, belonging 
to 160 countries  from all around the world, 
divided in 3 main classes: cultural properties 
(759), natural (properties), and mixed properties 
(29). Most of them are spreaded in Europe, 
Central and South America, South and South-
East Asia. 
Inscription of a natural and/or cultural 
property on the World Heritage List increases, 
in general, the public awareness and recognition 
of its value, both on national and international 
level. This means more attention concerning 
protection and conservation, despite of the 
skepticism and even hostility which are usually 
showed by all kind of officials. This fact is 
especially true when we speak about the 
industrial heritage (Cleere, 2000).  
It is up to each country to take the initiative 
of inscribing a natural and/or cultural property 
on the World Heritage List, and also to do all 
the necessary steps to inscribe the property on 
the  UNESCO Tentative List and protect it 
properly. The mere registration of a property on 
the Tentative List does not ensure its protection, 
as this action  is entirely entitled to the country 
which makes the proposal, but it is an important 
step towards inscribing it on the World Heritage 
List. 
Through the Operational Guidelines for the 
Implementation of the World Heritage 
Convention, UNESCO has elaborated 10 selection 
criteria (http://whc.unesco.org/eng/criteria/) which 
must be taken in consideration by the States 
Parties which intend to propose a property to be 
inscribed on the List. The accomplishment of 
only one criterium is enough for this to happen. 
First 6 criteria regard the cultural aspects, 
whereas the next 4 concern the natural features 
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of the candidate properties. For a property to be 
included on the Tentative List, the proposing 
state must prove the autenticity and integrity of 
the property and to assure its protection and 
management; local comunity is charged with the 
two last prerogatives.     
 
2. Romania's Representation in 
UNESCO World Heritage 
  Up to the present, Romania owns only 7 
properties and sites included in UNESCO 
World Heritage, in spite of some possibilities 
that have occured in this dirrection; concerning 
these attractions, only one of them is included in 
the properties and natural sites category - 
Danube Delta (1991) and the others six belong 
to the properties and cultural sites category: 
Churches of Moldavia (1993) (Arbore; 
Humor; Moldoviţa; Pătrăuţi; Probota; 
Suceava; Voroneţ; Suceviţa- included in 2010); 
Monastery of Horezu (1993);  Villages with 
Fortified Churches in Transylvania (1993) 
(Biertan; Câlnic; Dârjiu; Prejmer; Saschiz; 
Valea Viilor; Viscri); Dacian Fortresses of the 
Orăştie Mountains (1993); Historic Centre of 
Sighişoara (1999); Wooden Churches Of 
Maramureş (1999). 
  The neglect and also the absence of an 
efficient exploitation of the properties and sites 
that fit in the criteria required by UNESCO, it 
represents a major loss, all the more so as our 
country owns multiple examples of natural 
and/or cultural attractions which deserve to be 
included in World Heritage List. 
  Excepting that in 2010 Sucevița Church 
joined the others churches from Moldavia which 
were inscribed as early as 1993, it was not 
registered any entry since 1999 and up to this 
time, even though at least 14 properties and sites 
are on the waiting Tentative List, whereof 12 as 
far back as 1991: Retezat Massif; Pietrosul 
Rodnei; Neamţ Monastery; Church of   
Densuş; Church of the Three Hierarcs of Iaşi; 
Sculptural Ensemble of Târgu Jiu; Secular 
Forest of Slătioara; Byzantine and Post- 
Byzantine Ensemble of Curtea de Argeş; 
Rupestral Monastic Ensemble of Basarabi; 
Sînpetru Paleonological Site; Cules of 
Wallachia; Historic Centre of Alba- Iulia;   
Historic Centre of Sibiu; Rimetea Village (it is 
proposed to be inscribed among with Hollókő 
Village of Hungary). 
  The causes that detain those properties and 
sites to be transferred from Tentative List to 
World Heritage List are generated by Romania's 
intentions, financial possibilities and managerial 
capacities. Whereas, it is occasionally reasoned, 
as an exterior factor, the fact that currently, by 
means of its politics, UNESCO is focused on 
including on List those properties and sites that 
are located outside Europe in order to avoid an 
excessive representation in prejudice of the 
others continents, in 2013, out of a total of 19 
new entries around the world, it have been 
included 6 new sites located  in Europe: Italy 
(2), Germany (1), Portugal (1), Ukraine (1), 
Poland and Ukraine (1) and it has been 
approved the extension of a seventh site, namely 
Salt Mine of Wieliczka, by annexation of Salt 
Mine of Bochnia.  
 
3. Roşia Montană. Arguments in favor 
of proposing it for UNESCO Tentative 
List 
Roşia Montană is the oldest mining locality 
in Romania and also one of the oldest mining 
location in the world. It is situated in the 
southern part of Apuseni Mountains within 
bounds of North-East Metaliferi Mountains and 
in the median basin of Arieş River, as well 
belongs to a mining area that is known in the 
specialized literature as the Gold Quadrilateral, 
delimited by the localities Baia de Arieş - Zlatna 
- Săcărâmb - Ţebea. In terms of administrative 
distribution, it belongs to Alba county. 
Roşia Montană is well - known for its 
immense gold and silver reserves exploited over 
time, wherefrom a semnificative part was in 
route for the Roman Empire, contributing in this 
way to its economical recovery, and later, 
towards Ottoman, Habsburg and Tsarist 
Empires; nowadays, Roşia Montană is still 
housing the Europe's biggest gold and silver 
ores deposit. According to the evaluation of 
Canadian company, Roşia Montană Gold 
Corporation (RMGC), the deposit contains 
about 300 tons of gold and 600 tons of silver, 
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considering the fact that a second estimation 
was never made by an actor that was not 
financially involved. The mining explotation 
project, which was proposed by RMGC, is an 
extremely controversial one, its deployment was 
extremely destructive environmentally 
speaking, consequently, it was blocked up by 
national and international organizations that are 
interfering with the public sector, characterized 
by a fast globalization process (Palmujoki, 
2004). 
Being documentary attested since February 
the 6th, 131 AD, by the agency of  the number 
XVIII wax tables that was discovered in 1855, 
with other 11 wax tables in Cătălina - Monuleşti 
Gallery and is considered to be an authentic 
birth certificate of the Romanian people, Roşia 
Montană counts 1883 years of existence, 
starting with the Roman period. Though, there 
are arguments of a mining activity in progress in 
this territory as far back as Dacian period and it 
is represented by the south - west galleries of 
Cetate  massif, Găuri area, the south - east part 
of Cârnic massif and Piatra Corbului area 
(Cauuet et al, 2004). 
The mining techniques used by Romans for 
gold and silver exploitation involved the usage 
of chisel and hammer, the technical, 
archaeological and cultural remarkable results 
are, mainly, the Roman Galleries of Orlea 
massif and Cătălina - Monuleşti gallery located 
in the dykes alignment Igre - Jig -Jig - Văidoaia. 
The Roman galleries of Orlea massif, 
having a length of about 150 meters, have been 
included in the "Alburnus Maior" Auriferous 
Mining Museum as far back as 1976 and, 
implicitly, it was included in the touristic circuit. 
The same museum ensemble also includes an 
Outside Mining Equipment Exposition, where 
can be seen stamps, drawing and loading 
machines, a mineral attrition installation etc., 
respectively a Pavilion Exposition, with a 
generous collection of photographs, paintings, 
copies, rock samples, maps etc. (Sîntimbrean, 
1989, Rus, 2013). 
Cătălina - Monuleşti Gallery was 
discovered in 1855 when were brought to light a 
part of those 50 wax tables which were 
discovered over time at Roşia Montană and in 
2001 it was included in "Alburnus Maior" 
National Programme, and with this occasion, it 
have been reopened 390 meters of modern 
galleries, also the wooden supportings have 
been readjusted up to the level of ancient gallery 
system. At present, in matter of protection, the 
touristic acces in Cătălina - Monuleşti Gallery is 
partially impelled. 
Inside of "Alburnus Maior" National 
Programme, it have been in progress two 
research campaigns, specifically a surface 
archaeological research and a underground 
archaeological research (1999 - 2007). During 
the surface archaeological research were 
discovered 5 Roman necropoleis used for 
incineration and two funerary areas, and also 
were discovered sacral areas, Roman habitat 
areas and a circular funerary monument which 
was conserved in situ. 
The underground archaeological research 
has led to the exploration of over 140 km of 
galleries and also has leaded to the mapping of 
70 km of galleries belonging to all ages starting 
with the antique one and 7 km of fragmented 
Roman galleries. The results of this research 
have generated the apparition of “Alburnus 
Maior” monographic series Damian (2003, 
2008), Simion et al (2004, 2010a, 2010b) etc. 
The architectural patrimony of Roşia 
Montană has been evaluated since 2009, inside 
of a nationally initiated programme, by ARA 
Association (Architecture. Restoration. 
Archaeology). It have been inventarized over 50 
buildings with historical value which belong to 
the vernacular architecture of 18th century until 
the beginning of the 20th century: houses, 
churches and public buildings (Apostol, Bâlici, 
2010, 2012, Bâlici, 2013b).  
The cultural value of Roşia Montană is 
suggestively presented by Bâlici (2013a) who 
divides Roşia Montană heritage into 17 
distinctive classes, all of them being in 
interaction and creating a unique cultural 
landscape. 
According to the mentioned author, these 
classes are the following: the mining-
archaeological heritage (the complex 
underground extraction system); the 
archaeological heritage (the vestiges of habitats GEOGRAPHIA NAPOCENSIS AN. VIII, nr. 1/2014 
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and necropoleis); the technical mining heritage 
(the Roman dewatering systems and the 
stamping mills); the early industrial heritage (the 
processing plant at Gura Roşiei and other 
buildings);  the railway heritage (the narrow 
industrial and passenger railways); the 
architectural heritage (the Roman, modern and 
contemporary buildings); the urban heritage (the 
urban structure of the town, with strong rural 
caracteristics); the vernacular heritage (the rural 
structures with particular mining caracteristics); 
the funerary heritage (the Roman necropoleis 
and XVIII-XX funerary monuments); the natural 
heritage;  the landscape; the literary and 
cinematographic landscape (Tăul Mare-The 
Grad Pond, the Marketplace Square); the social 
landscape (a multi-ethnic but mono-occupational 
population););  the intangible heritage (all 
elements bearing a cultural and spiritual value); 
the movable heritage (all archaeological artefacts 
and findings from all epochs); the associative 
heritage (mining galleries and wax tables; Greek-
Catholic church and Simeon Balint); the 
scientific heritage  (geological features, 
toponymy, epigraphy etc.). 
Two organizations have done serious 
efforts in order to ease the registration of Roşia 
Montană on the Tentative List of UNESCO. 
ARA Association sent to the Minister of Culture 
and National Heritage the required 
documentation for the inscription as a cultural 
evolutive landscape, and the pan-european 
Federation Europa Nostra (which includes all 
ONG whose activity aims european heritage 
protection) included Roşia Montană, in 2013, on 
the  7 Most Endangered List (the most 7 
threatened heritage properties of Europe). 
Federation Europa Nostra, in its attempt to 
protect the existing heritage of Roşia Montană, 
adressed some letters to  Minister of Culture and 
National Heritage Kelemen Hunor in March 
2010, to  Prime Minister Victor Ponta in July 
2012 and to Romanian Parliament in October 
2013. In these letters, the Federation expressed 
its encouragement  and support towards the 
Romanian officialities in order to create 
alternative development strategies for long-term 
period, and to propose the town for the 
UNESCO Tentative List. It is strongly 
highlighted that cultural tourism is the real key 
for a sustainable development of the place. 
During Roşia Montană in universal history 
international conference, which  was organized 
in 2011 by Babeş-Bolyai University (Cluj-
Napoca), Romanian Academy and ICOMOS 
România, many scientists argued directly or 
indirectly in favour of registration of Roşia 
Montană in UNESCO World Heritage. The 
papers presented on the conference were 
gathered in the volume “Roşia Montană in 
universal history” (Cocean (ed.), 2012). 
  Another significant study which regards 
Roşia Montană inscription on the UNESCO 
Tentative List is the report written by the british 
experts from University of Oxford, Institute of 
Archaeology, University of  Leicester, School 
of Archaeology and Ancient History, which was 
realized in 2010 and completed in 2011 (Wilson 
et al., 2011). The report was written at Minister 
Kelemen Hunor’s requirement (not of the 
Minister of Culture and National Heritage). 
According to the study Roşia Montană 
accomplish 4 of the UNESCO critera, listed 
below. 
  (II) Exhibit an important interchange of 
human values, over a span of time or within a 
cultural area of the world, on developments in 
architecture or technology, monumental arts, 
town-planning or landscape design;  
 (III) Bear an unique or at least exceptional 
testimony to a cultural tradition or to a 
civilization which is living or which has 
disappeared;  
 (IV) Is an outstanding example of a type of 
building, architectural or technological 
ensemble or landscape which illustrates (a) 
significant stage(s) in human history; 
  (V) Is an outstanding example of a 
traditional human settlement, land-use, or sea-
use which is representative of a culture (or 
cultures), or human interaction with the 
environment especially when it has become 
vulnerable under the impact of irreversible 
change. 
ARA Association take in consideration for 
the inscribing Roşia Montană in UNSCO only 3 
criateria (IV, V, VI). Criterium (IV) refers to 
directly or tangibly association with events or GEOGRAPHIA NAPOCENSIS AN. VIII, nr. 1/2014 
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living traditions, with ideas, or with beliefs, with 
artistic and literary works of outstanding 
universal signifcance (***, 2009). 
On the World Heritage List there are at 
least 23 properties based on mining activity 
(whc.unesco.org/eng/list/), part of them having 
a remarkable touristic success. These properties 
are spreaded in 17 countries in Europe (Poland, 
Norway, Germany, Slovakia, Czech Republic, 
Spain, Austria, Belgium, the United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Sweden, 
France, Slovenia)  Central America (Mexico), 
South America (Brazil, Bolivia, Chile) and 
Eastern Asia (Japan). 
In chronological order of their acceptance 
on the World Heritage List, the specified mining 
properties are listed below. 
 Wieliczka and Bochnia Royal Salt Mines, 
Poland (1978, Bochnia inscribed in 2013, IV);  
Røros Mining Town and the Circumference, 
Norway (1980, III, IV, V); Historic Town of 
Ouro Preto, Brazil (1980, II, III); City of   
Potosí, Bolivia (1987, II, IV, VI); Historic Town 
of Guanajato and Adjacent Mines, Mexico 
(1988, I, II, IV, VI); Mines of Rammelsberg, 
Historic Town of Goslar, and Upper Harz 
Water Management System, Germany (1992, I, 
II, III, IV); Banská Štiavnica, Slovakia (1993, 
IV, V); Historic Centre of  Zacatecas, Mexico 
(1993, II, IV); Kutná Hora: Historical Town 
Centre with the Church of St Barbara and 
Sedlec Cathedral, Czech Republic  (1995, II, 
IV); Las Médulas (ZAM), Spain (1997, I, II, III, 
IV); Hallstatt - Dachstein/Salzkammergut 
Cultural Landscape, Austria (1997, III, IV); 
Neolithic Flint Mines at Spiennes (Mons), 
Belgium (2000, I, III, IV);  Blaenavon 
Industrial Landscape, United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Northen Ireland   (2000, III, IV);   
Zollverein Coal Mine Industrial Complex in 
Essen, Germany  (2001, II, III); Mining Area of 
the Great CopperMountain in Falun, Sweden 
(2001, II, III, V); Ironbridge Gorge, United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northen Ireland 
(2001, I, II, IV, VI); Humberstone and Santa 
Laura Salpeter Works, Chile (2005, II, III, IV); 
Sewell Mining Town, Chile (2006, II);   
Cornwall and West Denvon Mining Landscape,  
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northen 
Ireland (2006, II, III, IV); Iwami – Ginzan Silver 
Mine and its Cultural Landscape,  Japan (2007, 
II, III, V); Major Mining Sites of Wallonia, 
Belgium (2012,  II, IV); Nord-Pas de Calais 
Mining Basin, France  (2012, I, IV, VI); 
Heritage of Mercury: Almadén, Spain, and 
Idrija, Slovenia (2012, II, IV). 
Properties with mining roots inscribed on 
World Heritage List can be very successful 
touristic atractions when are implied 
preoccupation, initiative and investiments in this 
respect. The most eloquent examples are 
Wieliczka and Bochnia Royal Salt Mines from 
Poland; Las Médulas (ZAM) from Spain; City 
of  Potosí from Bolivia; Kutná Hora: Historical 
Town Centre with the Church of St Barbara and 
Sedlec Cathedral from  Czech Republic; 
Blaenavon Industrial Landscape and Ironbridge 
Gorge from United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Northen Ireland etc.  
From the entire panoply of mining 
properties inscribed in UNESCO, there is only 
one property which is characteristic for the 
Roman period, namely  Las Médulas   
Archaeological Zone (ZAM) from Spain. Some 
important differences appear between the 
Spanish property, which knew a minig activity 
only in the 1st and 2th century AD, and Roşia 
Montană, whose history developed from 1st 
century BC until 20th century AD, whereas 
most of the properties bearing mining features 
developed during only a few centuries. For 
example,  Rammelsberg Mines from Germany 
knew a vivid history for only 10 centuries. 
Roşia Montană uniqueness is also relevant in 
comparison with other mining properties from 
Middle Age, such as Falun, Banská Štiavnica or 
Røros,  despite of  the influence exerted by 
Industrial Revolution and assimilation of new 
elements, Romanian mining town preserved 
also the traditional means and methods of 
exploitation, as we can see through the present 
coordinates of the habitat and the shaping action 
of the natural landscape (***, 2009). 
Between the two mining sites-Las Médulas, 
inscribed in UNESCO  since 1997, and Roşia 
Montană, exists some similarities due to 
exploitation of the same resource-ores rich in 
gold and silver-exploitation which superposed GEOGRAPHIA NAPOCENSIS AN. VIII, nr. 1/2014 
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over 1st and 2th centuries  on Spanish site, and 
over the 2th and 3th centuries on  Roşia 
Montană. For this reason, the two sites form a 
harmoniuos binomial, which can assure a high 
level of representativeness on UNESCO of the 
mining sites which characterise the Roman 
period and its specific mining techniques. On 
the World Heritage List there are already a 
successful association between two mining sites 
highly similar, but belonging to different 
countries: Almadén from Spain and  Idrija from 
Slovenia, both of them being the biggest 
mercury mines throughout the world.  
On the same time, there are many 
differences between Roşia Montană and Las 
Médulas, these differences being useful and in 
the benefit of Roşia Montană, as by its politics 
UNESCO encourages especially registration of 
properties which own distinctive features and 
therefore uniqueness, more than  of those which 
are too similar, even if very valuable. Most 
differences are linked to their active period of 
time, Roşia Montană having the advantage of an 
exceptional longevity, and to the mining 
techniques which were used. 
As concerns Roşia Montană, Roman 
mining technique, supposing the use of  chisel, 
hammer, water and fire, led to the apparition of 
the most extended and complex underground 
system of minning galleries beloging to Roman 
epoch known until present in the world  (Cauuet 
et al., 2004), meanwhile in the case of Las 
Médulas  the Romans  used a completely 
different technique, named ruina montium,   
which implied the use of water force (previously 
accumulated), directed through special channels 
towards the rock in order to break it down. 
This technique has had as result the 
destruction of a large part of the mountain, and 
on the same time has created  an outstanding 
cultural landscape, first of all through the 
power to attract visually, through the impact it 
has on tourists from the first contact. Once the 
need for spectacular satisfied, attention can turn 
to the value of the site in terms of historical and 
technological value (Sanchez - Palencia & 
Fernandez-Posse,?). Without being able to equal 
the amazing surface landscape belonging to the 
Spanish mining site, Roşia Montană has another 
important advantage: almost 150 km of mining 
galleries explored so far. It is assumed also the 
existence of some more undiscovered mining 
galleries. 
As a consequence of the long lasting 
mining exploitation, from the ancient times to 
the early 70s, the complexity of the Romanian 
mining town is higher than the Spanish one. 
Underground galleries from Roşia Montană 
were created throughout more epochs, begining 
with Antiquity, going on with the Middle Age, 
Modern  and Contemporan period.   
The complexity of  landscape is due to the 
dense and complicated network formed by the 
underground mining galleries alongside the 
variety of the surface landscape, where are 
found many Roman living areas, funerary areas 
and necropoleis, an architectural richness dating 
from the 18th century to the 20th century, and  
the ponds known under the popular name 
„tăuri”, realized for mining purpose since 
ancient times. 
Natural landscape itself has significantly 
changed under the lasting anthropogenic 
influence resulting a decrease in altitude of the 
mountain massifs, which sometimes drastically 
changed their appearance (Cetate massif), the 
emergence of large areas covered with waste 
dumps, but also of some areas which preserve 
the tracks of the oldest mining activities, such as 
Găuri area and the south-east of Cârnic massif. 
Wieliczka and Bochnia Royal Salt Mines 
from Poland are one of the most illustrative 
examples of touristic planning and exploitation 
of a mining property found on the UNESCO 
List. Wieliczka Salt Mine was inscribed on 
UNESCO since 1978 and it was considered as 
being the oldest salt mine on the world which 
was still working, and Bochnia Salt Mine, 
which became in 1958 the first spa of this kind 
on the world, joined it in 2013. Bioaerosol 
therapy carried out in Bochina underground spa 
is extremely well apreciated for prevention and 
treatment of respiratory diseases, as long as 
careful air quality monitoring is provided 
(Fraczek et al., 2013). 
Wieliczka and Bochnia are the oldest salt 
mines in Europe and have a complex structure 
with 9 levels and around 300 km of underground GEOGRAPHIA NAPOCENSIS AN. VIII, nr. 1/2014 
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mining galleries,  where tourists can admire salt 
sculptures, works of art and altars created into 
salt deposits, all forming an impressive 
underground museum. Due to the big number of 
visitors, in has been created an underground 
tourist route since the 19th century. In 2009 the 
number of tourists arriving from all over the 
world to admire the beauty and uniqueness of the 
two salt mines was around of about 800 000 
(Alexandrowicz et al., 2009), and now their 
number is estimated at over a million a year. 
Blaenavon Industrial Landscape from 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northen 
Ireland  preserves  coal and iron mines which 
transformed South Wales in one of the most 
important iron and steel producer in the world 
during 19th century and the beginning of 20th 
century, while Ironbridge Gorge, which belongs 
to the same country, represents the root of the 
Industrial Revolution; both of them are 
important touristic attractions. Blaenavon 
represents also the place where has materialized 
a whole industrial heritage protection project, 
namely the mining museum known as Big Pit, 
opened for tourists since 1983. Underground 
tours are possible in the former coal mines, well 
preserved. In 2000 the museum was visited by 
approximately 100 000 tourists (Wakelin, 1998, 
quoted in Leary et al., 2000). 
City of  Potosí from Bolivia, inscribed in 
UNESCO from 1987, is located in Andes 
Mountains at 4000 m altitude. In 16th century it 
was considered the largest industrial complex in 
the world, as a consequence of  discovering the 
biggest silver lodes of the New World. Its silver 
mines, opened in 1545, are now important 
touristic attractions, not so much through 
museums and restored mines, but particularly 
through actual operations  (Pretes, 2002). 
Roman galleries from Roşia Montană 
together with the Museum of Gold Mining 
“Alburnus Maior” register approximately 20 
000 tourists each year (according to the data 
provided by the museum guides), which is quite 
encouraging as the town does not benefit from 
the visibility and acknowledgment given by the 
statute of an UNESCO property. However, the 
controversial RMGC project lead to a growing 
awareness at a national and international level 
concerning the historic, archaeological, 
technologic and cultural value of Roşia 
Montană, which means strong and positive 
effects in terms of tourism.  
 
4. Conclusions 
  România presents a large variety of 
properties which accomplish the criteria 
required for being inscribed on the World 
Heritage List of UNESCO, but much more 
efforts must be done by the state in order to rise 
awareness concerning their value. Even if Roşia 
Montană does not appear on the Tentative List 
of UNESCO, it is one of the oldest mining town 
in the world, with a history of  covering  more 
than two millennia of continuous mining, it 
holds the most vast and complex underground 
mining system  from Roman epoch and 
represent a remarkable cultural landscape. 
According to experts who evaluated its heritage, 
Roşia Montană accomplish at least 3 (or even 4) 
of the UNESCO criteria. Inscription of the town 
on the World Heritage List is an excellent and 
most appropriate way to assure its protection, 
conservation and touristic exploitation.  
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